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SUMMARY
We studied the effect of varying the stimulus duration 
MATERIALS AND METHODS
We included in this study healthy individuals with 20/20 visual acuity who worked at the Medical University of South Carolina. We used normal subjects to evaluate Eye (1992) 6,353-355 threshold variation as suggested by previous authors.
1.2
Each subject had had at least one previous automated visual field examination. We excluded individuals who had retinal or neurological disorders as well as media opacities which might have influenced the visual field.
Each subject was tested with their best corrected refrac tion and had a pupillary diameter of at least three milli meters (mm). Informed consent was obtained after the nature of the procedure had been fully explained.
We studied each subject on the Humphrey Field Ana lyser which is a single unit projection perimeter with a 330 mm bowl. Fixation is monitored by an occasional stimulus projected into the blind spot. If the subject fails to perceive this stimulus, then proper fixation is assumed.
Fixation also may be checked directly by the technician. 
RESULTS
We included in this study 20 healthy subjects with an aver age age of 23.9 ± 2.9 (range 17-32) years. Thirteen sub jects were male and seven female; 18 were white and two Asian.
The mean threshold level for each stimulus duration studied is shown in Table I 
DISCUSSION
The probability of a stimulus being perceived apart from its background depends on, among other factors, the back ground illumination as well as the intensity, size, and pres entation time of the stimulus. Ty pically, in automated perimetry all these factors are held constant except the Potentially altering other testing parameters such as using a coloured or a pattern discrimination stimulus may help stabilise threshold variation and improve the reliability of automated perimetry.
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